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Eist as a list revised by the judge, then my
honourable friends do not. accept. There la
juat that difference of opinion, and it eeems
Io be' irrecoucilaible. It is a regrettable
41ïct that eùch -is the case; but the Govern-
-ment must necessaridy be influeneed by the
daw officers of the Crown as to what
machinery is necessary ta put into effect
the requirements of ee proposition which
we yesterday diseusged. That bhas been
aubmuitted, and it has not been accepted.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: I hope I shail be
eallowed to say this: that the draft which 1
have read as being our propôsition was lef t
in the handa of the Secretary of State and
Mr. O'Connor, with -the understanding that
it would be amended sa as ta harmonize
with the Bill.

Hon. Sir JAMES LOUGHEED: But that
eannot be caarried out.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE: And that embodied
the principle which waé agreed on. I
would be glad ta have an explanation.

Hon. Mr. LYNCH-STAUNTON: I was
present at the conference which taok place
between representatives from both sides
of thie House and representafives from
both aides of the House of Commone. The
honourable member for De Salaberry, so
far as he has gone, has frankly and f airly
stated what took place, but the honourable
gentleman has, I arn sure not intentionally,
omitted one thing which I consider of great
importance in the discussion. After the
discussion had proceeded ail afternoon,
and I think f ar iuta the evening, the 8ecre-
tary of State, (Hon. Mr. Meighen>, came
inta the meeting and read the memorandum
which has firat been reaci by the hanour-
able member for De Salaberry. As soon
as he read it lie said that the proposition
could not be worked. dut in the language
which was em*bodied in that agreement.
In other words, he eaid, "This memoran-
dum is quite unworl<ahle." A.fter we dis-
cussed it for sanie time further, the Secre-
tary af State said, "Now we are agreed
upon the settiement of this question, and
1 wish ta state"-

Hon. Mfrr. BEIQUE: Agreed upon the
principle.

Hon. Mr. LYiNCH-8TAUNiTON: Upon
the principle, if yau choose, on which thie
question is ta be settled-I think that is
accurate-"and I shall state what we are
agreed upan." He then weut over the
memorandum, not reading it, but summar-
izing it, sud said: "'Now, we shahl carry
this out on the -plan laid dowu for the

cities of Ontario; we ah ail adopt the ma-
chinery which i.3 ta be used in settliug the
lista in the province of Ontario." 1 con-
fess that, so far as I arn concerned, I had
not read that part of the Franchise Act
which related ta the cities of the province
af Ontario. No persan in the meeting
demm'red ta the statément made by the
Secretary of State, and we left the meeting
on the understanding that Mr. O'Connor
shouhd draft an amendment ta the Fran-
chise Act providing for aur adapting the
machinery which. is ta be u.sed in settling
the lista in the province of Ontario. Now
when one reads the clause of the Franchise
Act applicable ta the cities, af the province
of Ontario, which is subsection 3 of -section
6-5A, one sees at once that the enumeratar
has ta make the list, striking out the names
which should be striken from the lis, and
adding names which should be added ta it.
Therefore if the .Secretary of State's sug-
ge,,tion, which was agreed ta by ail those
present-I arn not saying that it was
theroughly understood- is ta be followed,
it necessarily follows that paragraph 2 of
the proposed amendment is really the
amend-ment which was agreed ta, at that
meeting.

1 believe that ail parties ta the confer-
ence are expressing themselves oandidly,
and I do not consider Vhat the honourable
,memiber for De Salabe-rry is making a atate-
rnenît whiéh la net as he understood it; but
I think it was the duty ai those iwho 'were
at, the confereuce, ilI they did not know
'wihat were the provisilons for the setite-
ment of tihe electoral liats, for tihe ýcities oif
tihe ,province oi Ontario, to look at tihose
provî?:,ons. At -ail eveuts, it would. have
been the pasoet a prudence ta have doue sa.
I was not co nceTned ta look at tihe provi-
sions, beoause what would satisfy the Se-
cretary aif State and the miembers. froni
Nova Scotia 'was abaolubSly satisfactory ta
me, aud 1 had no concera in the mintter
,n any wvay exoepting to endeavour sa far
as 1 could to bring those intereeted ta an
5,jreen eut.

I conoeive that 'the only difference be-
tween us is this, under the praposod amend-
ment tihe duty i-a tihruat upon tihe enfumera-
tor ai striking from the votera' liat such
name-s as he by evidence -finida should not
have been put on )9hat Iist when. it was

finally revised, and ai adding ta that list
the nosmes of tihose whoui le finds on evi-
dence were i[mproper1y leit off tihe list when
it was finally revised. I àm not addressing
inyseif ta the question of the women's vote,
or tihe 'question of -strikin-g at the aliens.


